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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 -3, 6-9, 11-13,1 6-1 9, 21 -23, 26-29, and 31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sampsell (US Patent No. 6,219,839), in view of 
Novak et al (United States Patent Application Publication 2002/0104099). 

With respect to Claim 1 , the claimed "A method for presenting available media for 
selection and playback on a television display, the method comprising: 

detecting, at a first geographic location, available media at a plurality of different 
storage locations within said first geographic location; is met by Sampsell that teaches 
the use of a television receiver (12), in conjunction with a user interface, for the 
selection and playback of available media- whereby available media from a plurality of 
peripheral devices (VCR #1 14, VCR #2 16, DVD 20, LaserDisc 18) at a 1 st location are 
detected and integrated into an electronic program guide/ electronic resource guide 
(EPG/ERG) via an electronic resources guide generator (Abstract; Figs.1 & 9; col. 2, lines 
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19-27; col. 3, lines 7-15; col.4, lines 5-16; col.5, lines 11-20; col.7, lines 11-18, col. 9, lines 53- 
61). 

However, the reference is unclear with respect to constructing at said first 
geographical location, at least one display view f or display at a second geographical 
location, said at least one display view indicating the availability of said detected 
available media;" and "communicating at least a portion of said available media from 
said first geographic location to said second geographic location." 

In the similar field of endeavor, Novak teaches "constructing at said first 
geographical location, at least one display view f or display at a second geographical 
location, said at least one display view indicating the availability of said detected 
available media(i.e. individual creating media program schedules which will be 
displayed to the end users);" (Figures 2-4 and 7; Paragraphs 0056-57, 0063) and 
"communicating at least a portion of said available media from said first geographic 
location to said second geographic location (i.e. transmitting media programs via 
synthetic channel)." (Figures 2-3; Paragraphs 0060) Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to reference 
for the common knowledge purpose of sharing recordings among end users. 

With respect to Claim 2, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 1). The claimed "comprising presenting an indication of 
said plurality of different storage locations for said detected available media in said at 
least one constructed display" is met by Sampsell that teaches the use of an ERG & a 
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presence row 102, in representing an indication of a storage location for said detected 
media in a DVD 20 (Fig.9; col.7, lines 9-18). 

With respect to Claim 3, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 2). The claimed "wherein said presented indication is one 
or more of text format, graphic format and/or audio format' is met by Sampsell that 
teaches an indication of storage locations in text format, such as the indication of 'DVD' 
in the source column of an ERG (Figs.7; col.7, lines 9-18). 

With respect to Claim 6, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 1 ). The claimed "comprising querying one of a provider 
of media and at least one storage device at said plurality of different storage locations 
for said available media" is met by Sampsell that teaches using an ERG in recognizing 
new A/V peripherals that have been added to the local network, integrating information 
identifying such peripherals, and displaying the information in such a way as to enable a 
user to control/view programming provided by the peripherals {col. 2, lines 19-27; col. 3, 
lines 7-15). 

With respect to Claim 7, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 1). The claimed "comprising acquiring said available 
media from one or both of a media content provider and/or a media storage device" is 
met by Sampsell that teaches the implementation of an EPG depicting available media 
acquired from both a media content provider (ESPN) and a media storage device (DVD) 
(Figs.3-9; col. 5, lines 3-11, col.7, lines 9-18). 
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With respect to Claim 8, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 1 ). The claimed "comprising displaying said constructed 
at least one display on the television screen" is met by the use of television receiver 1 2 
in displaying ERG/EPG (Fig.1; col.4, lines 5-16). 

With respect to Claim 9, Sampsell and Novak, the combination teaches 
everything claimed (see claim 1 ). The claimed "comprising formatting said constructed 
at least one display in a graphical user interface" is met by Sampsell that teaches the 
use of an EPG/ERG constructed in a graphical user interface format(F/'gs.3-9; col.4, lines 
5-16;col.5, lines 11-20). 

Claim 11 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. 

Claim 12 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 

Claim 13 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 

Claim 16 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 

Claim 17 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 

Claim 18 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 

Claim 19 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 

Claim 21 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. Furthermore, 
Sampsell teaches the use of an electronic resources guide generator to generate an 
electronic resource guide (ERG) / electronic program guide (EPG) for the displaying of 
available system components of a number of A/V devices and the programming 
available on or from a component (col. 3, lines 66 to col.4, lines 16) 

Claim 22 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
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Claim 23 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 26 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 28 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
Claim 31 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. 

4. Claims 4, 5, 10, 14, 15, 20, 24, 25, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sampsell (US Patent No. 6,219,839), in view of Novak, further 
in view of Griggs (US PGPUB 2002/0053081 ). 

With respect to Claim 4, the claimed "comprising identifying at least one content 
category that is associated with said detected available media" is not specifically taught 
by the, Sampsell et al and Novak, combination. However, in the same field of endeavor, 
Griggs teaches a system in which content available from a plurality of content providers 
is detected & displayed using a program schedule- whereby appliance fields 315-320 
are used to list the types of networked appliances Di, D 2 to D n that are listed {Figs.1-3; 
paragraphs [0004], [0025], [0026], [0029], [0032], [0034], & [0035]). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
have combined the invention as taught by the combination with that of the invention of 
Griggs for the added benefit of categorizing media from multiple content providers. A 
person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such a 
modification to the combination in order to present to a user a more efficient user 
interface. 
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With respect to Claim 5, the claimed "comprising associating said presented 
indication of said plurality of different storage locations for said detected available media 
with said at least one content category" is met by Griggs that teach the displaying of a 
plurality of storage locations alongside appliance fields {paragraphs [0033] -[0037]). 

With respect to Claim 10, the claimed "comprising selecting at least a portion of 
said detected available media at said plurality of different storage locations for said 
construction of said at least one display" is met by Griggs that teaches a program 
schedule that can be generated through a list of user preferences, whereby a users 
likes and dislikes are taken into account for the creation of the program guide, for 
example a selectable filter can prevent all Western programs from being listed {Figs. 1-3; 
paragraphs [0038], [0041], [0061]). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art, at the time of the invention, to 
have combined the invention as taught by the combination with that of the invention of 
Griggs in order to be able to filter out or regulate content provider listed in a program 
schedule. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
a modification to the combination in order to minimize program schedule listings and 
thereby present a redacted/ easier schedule to a user. 

Claim 14 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 

Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 

Claim 20 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

Claim 24 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 

Claim 25 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
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Claim 30 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KUNAL LANGHNOJA whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3583. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M- 5 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on 571-272-7343. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KL 

/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2427 



